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Response to Comments of Robert Garcia and Erica S. Flores, Center for Law in the Public Interest, August 31, 2004  
(Letter O052) 

O052-1 
Section I Overview: The Cornfield and Taylor Yard Properties are 
included and addressed in the Final Program EIR/EIS and will be 
subject to a full 4(f) analysis in future project-level environmental 
review.  Subsequent project level analysis will allow for further 
avoidance and minimization efforts, as well as identification of 
specific mitigation, if impacts cannot be avoided.  The Authority has 
identified the MTA/Metrolink, which avoids Cornfield property, as the 
preferred option.  Between Burbank and Los Angeles Union Station, 
the MTA/Metrolink refers to a relatively wide corridor within which 
alignment variations will be studied at the project level.  This option 
was chosen, in part, because it would have fewer potential affects 
on both the Cornfield Property and the Taylor Yards.  Please also see 
standard response 6.24.2. 

Section III The Legal Standards, 3. Federal Section 4(f) and 6(f) 
Resources: It is acknowledged that between 58 and 93 parkland 
resources could potentially be affected by the HST system.  
However, given the conceptual level of engineering performed for 
this programmatic environmental document it is premature and 
would be highly speculative to attempt to estimate specific physical 
impacts specific rail alignments to 4(f) and 6(f) resources.  The more 
detailed engineering associated with the project level environmental 
analysis will allow further investigation of ways to avoid, minimize 
and mitigate potential use of 4(f) and 6(f) resources. 

Section IV.  Implementing the Vision and Values.  C.  Recreation and 
Human Health: Because recreational facilities (parks and designated 
recreational areas) are covered under Section 4(f) and 6(f), a 
separate section will not be created. 

Section IV.  Implementing the Vision and Values.  F  Cumulative 
Impacts.  The expansion and redesign of the LAX terminal is a major 
project in southern California, however the addition of a runway at 
LAX is not a part of the current recommended alternative 
(Alternative D: Enhanced Safety and Security Alternative) in the LAX 
Master Plan Update. 

Section V. Request for Notification:  the Center for Law in the Public 
Interest will be added to the distribution list for the DEIS/EIR.  All 
notices and information will be sent to: 

Robert Garcia 
Executive Director 
Center for Law in the Public Interest 
3250 Ocean Park Boulevard, Suite 300 
Santa Monica, California 90405 
 
Please also see response to Comment O051-1 and standard 
response 6.24.2.  Please also see standard response 3.15.13 in 
regards to use of this program level document and level of detail.  
See O051-13 regarding recirculation of the Draft EIR/EIS.  
 
 
 

 

 

 

 




